Abstract. The layout of theme park is the most significant factor which determines the success of theme park project. In this study, we draw on the theoretical and practical experience theme parks. The 50 influencing factors have been screened for three times, by using Delphi method, autocorrelation analysis and coefficient of variation, to build an evaluation indicator system containing 12 indicators. The results suggested that: ① The final index system reflects 96% of original information by no more than 30% of initial indexes. Our index system exhibited its efficient and suitability to build theme parks. ② Among the second-level indicators, the urban population factor has a significant influence on the suitability; among the third-level indicators, the GDP, permanent resident population and the total number of tourists of an urban area are the key factors affecting the feasibility of developing a theme park in this area. ③ The results obtained coincide with the actual development of theme parks in China, which means that the model is scientific and feasible and can be used to guide the site selection for theme parks around the country in future.
Introduction
As an emerging tourist destination pattern, theme parks are attracting more and more tourists. According to incomplete statistics, there is a huge investment of about RMB 150 billion in more than 3,000 theme parks in China now. Domestically, there are only a few relatively successful theme parks like Overseas Chinese Town, while 70% of the others are in deficit, 20% stay afloat and about 2/3 are unable to recoup the capital outlay. This situation has been caused by many factors, such as blind development, single cultural connotations and backward management modes, but the irrational location selection is one of the most important reasons.
The construction of theme parks began in the 1950s, and due to its early start, it has been mature through the development. The theoretical and practical research on theme parks also started early. The academic research on theme parks mainly focuses on the operation and management (Heo and Through the induction and summary of the research literature on the suitability of building theme parks in urban areas, there are still three deficiencies in the existing research, leaving some space for this study. First, in their studies on the suitability of building theme parks in urban areas, most of the researchers built their evaluation indicator systems according to their subjective experience, but did not use the quantitative method to build more scientific and reasonable indicator systems; Second, the existing studies use a method with strong subjectivity, to determine the weights of indicators in the evaluation system, without using an objective weighing method to correct its weight coefficient.
Methods and Data Sources

Methods
In this study, we draw on the theoretical and practical experience theme parks. The 50 influencing factors have been screened for three times, by using Delphi method, autocorrelation analysis and coefficient of variation, to build an evaluation indicator system containing 12 indicators.
Data Sources
The quantitative ones are obtained from 2017 Statistical Yearbook of Tourism in China. The tourist perception image can be converted by using the quantization table designed by the tourism scholar Zhu Fen (Zhu, 2005) . For details, see reference. The World Bank investigated the investment climate of 120 cities in China, the reported results of which can be used to quantify the investment climate of the 33 large and medium cities.
Results and Analysis
The Results of Indicator Screening
The Results of Indicator Screening by Using the Delphi Method During the period from December 1, 2017 to June 12, 2018, the experts were invited to participate in three rounds of questionnaire surveys, and more than 80% of the questionnaires were collected in each round. There were 23 experts in total, mainly including 8 managers from the Happy Valley Theme Park, 6 experts in tourism planning, 4 teachers from the tourism departments of colleges and universities and 5 public officials from the tourism related departments. They graded the importance of the 50 influencing factors. The grading criteria are "not important (0 point)", "less important (1 point)", "generally important (2 points)", "relatively important (3 points)", "important (4 points)" and "very important (5 points)". According to the result of calculation, the 50 indicators are screened to select 29 indicators eventually, with a selection rate of 60%, following the principles: (1) weak operability of an indicator; (2) poor coordination among experts on the indicator; (3) the indicator is not ranked among the top 30 in terms of importance. Significance testing based on the coefficient of concordance is conducted on the grading results of the questionnaire surveys. The test result is highly significant. Therefore, predicted results are considered to be acceptable. The indicators selected and statistical results are shown in Table 1 . 
The Results of the Indicator System Screening by Using the Autocorrelation Analysis Method
This study uses Pearson's correlation analysis module of SPSS to make correlation analysis, and according to the results of calculation. The results of calculation are shown in Table 2 . From this table, it can be seen that eventually 10 indicators are deleted after the second round of screening, and the remaining 19 indicators are permanent resident, annual average growth rate of population, the number of students in universities, average wages of workers, disposable income of urban residents, per capita GDP, land price, GDP, urbanization level, the percentage of secondary industry in GDP, the total passenger volume, the railway passenger volume, the number of bus lines, the number of cars under ownership, the total number of tourists, the growth rate of tourist number, the perceived image of a city's tourism, the investment climate and tourist attraction of a city. 
The Results of Screening by Using the Coefficient of Variation Method
The coefficient of variation and relative range reflect the relative changes and range of changes of indicators, respectively. The results in the table show that the three values change in line with one another, so a larger product means more apparent value change of an indicator, which can provide more information. Therefore, an indicator will be deleted when the product of the coefficient of variation and relative range is less than 0.5. After the deletion, there are 12 indicators left, which include permanent resident, the number of students in universities, land price, GDP, the total passenger volume, the railway passenger volume, the number of bus lines, the number of cars under ownership, the total number of tourists, the perceived image of a city's tourism, the investment climate and substitutability. These 12 indicators eventually constitute the evaluation indicator system for the suitability of building theme parks in an urban area. By measuring the variance of the indicator data, we can measure the degree to which the constructed index reflects the initial information. Therefore, this study divides the variance of the original data of the final 12 indicators by the variance of the original data of the pre-selected 50 indicators, and the results show that the final index system reflects 96% of original information by 29% of initial indexes. The indicator system is simple, scientific, reasonable and easy to operate. 
The Results of Setting the Weights of Indicators
The defect of subjective weighting method is its strong subjectivity, while the weights determined through objective weighting may be inconsistent with people's subjective views or the actual development of the evaluated objects. Therefore, based on the principle of combining the subjective and objective, this study first uses the subjective AHP to calculate the weight of an indicator(Wj )and then correct it through the aforesaid entropy-weight method(θj). In other words, the weight of an indicator is determined by calculating the mean value of them(U). Because of the different dimensions of indicators, they should be normalized according to the maximum and minimum subordination principle before the weights are calculated. The weights of indicators ultimately determined are shown in Figure. 
Conclusion
This research first identifies the significance of selecting each indicator on the suitability of developing theme parks in urban areas, and elaborates the methods for the calculation of the actual values of indicators. Through three rounds of screening of the preselected 50 indicators, eventually 12 indicators are selected as they are the most relevant to the suitability of developing theme parks in urban areas. The indicators are used to build an indicator system for evaluating the suitability of theme park construction in urban areas, which makes the indicator system more scientific and reasonable. Second, in terms of calculating the weights of indicators, the AHP method is used and the calculation results are corrected by using the entropy-weight method, to ultimately determine the weight of each indicator. In this way, the weights obtained are more objective and reasonable. The research results show that among the second-level indicators, the population factor has a significant influence on the site selection of theme parks in urban areas; among the third-level indicators, the regional GDP, permanent resident population and the total number of tourists of an urban area are the key factors affecting the site selection of a theme park in this area. However, this study just makes some preliminary discussions in this field. There are still a lot of issues to be further studied. In terms of indicator selection, it is necessary for future studies to further analyze the selection of the first-level indicators and the segmentation of the second and third level indicators, and to take into account more of the qualitative factors with uncertainty. In the aspect of data processing, it is suggested that the studies should focus on more scientific methods for quantifying qualitative indicators in the quantitative analysis.
